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of the first legislators to publicly re-
lease his personal financial data, a 
practice that he has observed ever 
since. After 8 years in the House, PAUL 
SIMON moved to the Illinois Senate 
where he again served with distinction. 
In addition to gaining invaluable expe-
rience in the State legislature, Senator 
SIMON’s illustrious career also includes 
service as his State’s Lieutenant Gov-
ernor, as a teacher at both Sangamon 
State University in Springfield and the 
John F. Kennedy School of Politics at 
Harvard University and as a U.S. Con-
gressman in the House of Representa-
tives. 

I believe that the public life of PAUL 
SIMON will best be remembered for the 
passion and the integrity that he 
brought to his work in the Senate. Let 
us not forget that it was our colleague 
from Illinois who was the Senate’s lead 
sponsor of the direct student loan pro-
gram which President Clinton has cited 
as one of the major legislative achieve-
ments of his Presidency. Let us not for-
get that it was PAUL SIMON who led the 
way and won passage of the National 
Literacy Act, a bill that created na-
tional and State literacy centers to im-
prove the education of adults. And let 
us not forget that it was our same soft- 
spoken friend who championed the 
School-to-Work Opportunities Act so 
that those young citizens who may not 
go on to college are not left behind. 
And let us not forget that it was the 
former newspaper man, for whom the 
first amendment has always had spe-
cial meaning, who was willing to take 
on the broadcast networks and lead the 
fight to curb television violence. 

Despite these numerous accomplish-
ments, I personally will remember with 
eternal respect and admiration the de-
gree of passion and intellectual inten-
sity that Senator SIMON brought to our 
several debates over the balanced budg-
et constitutional amendment. Since 
entering this body in January of 1985, 
no one has been more outspoken on the 
need for a constitutional amendment 
requiring a balanced Federal budget 
than has my friend, PAUL SIMON. 

Of course, no one has opposed it with 
more intensity than I have opposed it, 
but that does not gainsay the fact that 
he was a very worthy protagonist and 
supporter of that amendment. 

Now, Paul—not PAUL SIMON, the 
Apostle Paul—in his epistle to the 
Philippians said, and I read from chap-
ter 4, verse 8: 

Finally, brethren, whatsoever things are 
true, whatsoever things are honest, whatso-
ever things are just, whatsoever things are 
pure, whatsoever things are lovely, whatso-
ever things are of good report; if there be 
any virtue, and if there be any praise, think 
on these things. 

Madam President, as I look at that 
bit of Scripture which has been given 
to us by the Apostle Paul, I think of its 
application to the life of PAUL SIMON— 
PAUL SIMON. Paul the Apostle said, 
‘‘Whatsoever things are true, whatso-
ever things are honest, whatsoever 
things are just.’’ I think these typify 

the life and actions of PAUL SIMON. He 
is true; he is honest. I cannot even 
imagine PAUL SIMON ever doing a dis-
honest thing or ever having spoken an 
untrue word or ever having acted other 
than in a just and upright manner. So 
the Apostle Paul may very well have 
been speaking of PAUL SIMON and oth-
ers like him. 

So throughout it all, Madam Presi-
dent, the hours upon hours that we 
spent in this Chamber debating the bal-
anced budget amendment and others, I 
never once saw PAUL SIMON exhibit any 
rancor, never once did he waver in his 
commitment to his cause, and I can 
say truthfully that in all of my 44 
years in the Congress of the United 
States I have never faced a more affa-
ble, a more sincere opponent than I 
have faced in the likes of the senior 
Senator from Illinois. 

PAUL SIMON has served his country as 
a journalist, editor, businessman, sol-
dier, teacher, and legislator. In each of 
these endeavors he has always under-
taken his work skillfully, fairly, and 
with a degree of integrity and honesty 
that has been an inspiration to us all. 
As he prepares to leave the Senate and 
return to his beloved State of Illinois, 
I offer this remarkable American my 
gratitude for his fairness and good fel-
lowship. He is, indeed, the happy war-
rior, and I extend my best wishes to 
him, and so does Erma, my wife—to 
him and to his lovely wife, our best 
wishes, by saying thank you and good 
luck to our friend from the State of Il-
linois. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 

seeks recognition? The Senator from 
New Mexico. 

Mr. BINGAMAN. Madam President, 
first let me compliment my colleague, 
the Senator from West Virginia, on the 
eloquent statements he has made with 
regard to our colleagues here. He 
speaks with great eloquence and feel-
ing about both Senator PELL and Sen-
ator SIMON. Obviously, I join him in 
the accolades that he is heaping upon 
both of those Senators. They are cer-
tainly deserving. 

(The remarks of Mr. BAUCUS and Mr. 
BINGAMAN pertaining to the introduc-
tion of S. 2123 are located in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Statements on Intro-
duced Bills and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, I 
yield the floor and suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
SNOWE). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PRESSLER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

AIRLINE SAFETY 

Mr. PRESSLER. Madam President, 
this morning we had excellent testi-
mony in the Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation Committee from a 
number of witnesses who represented 
the families of airplane crashes. I be-
lieve we had five or six unfortunate air-
plane crashes. We also had other rep-
resentatives of next of kin there at the 
Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation Committee. It was a very mov-
ing hearing. 

I want to commend the witnesses 
who appeared. I also want to say that 
it is time we act in terms of desig-
nating the National Transportation 
Safety Board as the responsible agency 
in terms of what happens after an air-
plane crash. We hope there are no air-
plane crashes. That would be an ideal 
situation. Whether it is a small crash 
or a big crash, inevitably in human his-
tory there will probably be some. 

We want the next of kin to be taken 
care of and notified in a sensitive and 
organized way. This is not entirely the 
fault of the airlines, as was pointed out 
in the balance of the testimony we re-
ceived. In the past, the rules have not 
been clear as to who is in charge. Some 
of the manifest problems in the past 
have arisen because of different prac-
tices. Sometimes passengers will get 
off a plane at the very last minute, 
even after having checked in. 

In fairness to the airlines, there has 
been some uncertainty. Now we have 
an opportunity to set up a system, 
working with the Gore Commission, 
and I am pleased to be designated to be 
a liaison to the Gore Commission, plus 
the FAA bill that is before the Senate. 
This afternoon at 3:30 I believe the con-
ferees on the FAA bill will be meeting, 
and part of that will be to be sure the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
is designated as the agency with the re-
sponsibility and the proper equipment, 
funding and personnel to deal with 
families and next of kin, and to work 
with our airports and our airlines in 
times of emergencies. 

Let me commend the National Trans-
portation Safety Board, because under 
the leadership of Jim Hall, I believe 
they have been doing an excellent job 
with their responsibilities. I am glad 
they are willing to assume this addi-
tional responsibility of being the lead 
agency, of taking the lead, in terms of 
dealing with families and next of kin 
and notification and counseling and so 
forth in times of an airplane crash. 

Let me also say a word about some of 
our smaller airports and some of our 
smaller airplanes. We want to be sure 
they are safe for the flying public. 
Many of our people do not live at a hub 
airport. A hub airport is a central air-
port such as New York, Minneapolis, or 
Denver. Over half of the airline pas-
sengers in this country originate at 
small airports, on smaller planes. We 
certainly want to make them safe and 
reassure the flying public of their safe-
ty. However, we cannot get into a real 
expensive situation. We have to find 
some of the new devices, see they are 
brought in line and manufactured in 
large numbers, so we can find reason-
able ways to achieve air safety. 
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This afternoon, as the Federal avia-

tion authorization bill moves forward 
and comes to the Senate floor, I hope 
we all keep in mind the fine testimony 
we heard this morning from those fine 
witnesses. I want to help them. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR CLAIBORNE 
PELL 

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I 
know that a number of our colleagues 
this morning and this afternoon called 
attention to the retirement of our col-
league, the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island, Senator PELL. I want to com-
mend Senator HELMS and the others for 
their comments and identify with the 
remarks made earlier today by the dis-
tinguished senior Senator from West 
Virginia, Senator BYRD. 

There are few people who can claim 
the record, the respect, or the admira-
tion of all of their colleagues as can 
Senator PELL. Senator PELL, as most 
people know, came to the Senate in 
1960. Someone entering the Senate 
today, in order to have the same record 
in terms of numbers of years served, 
would retire in the year 2033. Thirty- 
six years from now, our country—and 
perhaps this body—will be much dif-
ferent, and I daresay 36 years from 
now, there will still be those who will 
recall the contribution and, again, the 
remarkable record of this very gentle 
man. 

Senator PELL came during turbulent 
times. He became a U.S. Senator under 
then President Kennedy, served under 
President Johnson, President Nixon, 
President Ford, President Carter, 
President Reagan, President Bush, and 
now President Clinton. He has seen 
leadership of all kinds, Democratic and 
Republican, liberal and conservative, 
good and bad. Through all of this, his 
gentle nature, his remarkable ability 
to find common ground, his willingness 
to reach out to all sides in an effort to 
govern is something we can all be 
thankful for. He has a deep-seated be-
lief in good Government, in democracy, 
and knows what it takes in this democ-
racy to govern well. I don’t recall how 
many times, but I can recall many oc-
casions when Senator PELL would lec-
ture us in our caucus about how ill-ad-
vised people are to pursue negative 
campaigns in Senate elections. He 
would remind us of that time and 
again. In spite of all the advice he got 
to be a negative campaigner, he ada-
mantly refused. In spite of all that ad-
vice, and perhaps because of his deter-
mination to override that advice, he 
won every election by more than 60 
percent of the vote. I think, in large 

measure, that is because the people of 
Rhode Island know him the best. We 
know him, but they know him better. 
They know his decency, they know his 
commitment to them and to all of us, 
and they know of his record. They are 
proud in so many ways for all that he 
has done for them and for our country 
in the time that he served. 

So it is with regret that we note his 
departure in this Congress. It is with a 
great deal of gratitude that many of us 
have been able to call him our friend. 
It is with admiration that we look at 
his record and aspire to the heights and 
to the accomplishments that it rep-
resents. We thank him for his friend-
ship. We wish him and Nuala well in 
their life ahead. 

In my view, there are still opportuni-
ties for Senator PELL to serve his coun-
try. I hope that that might happen. But 
regardless of what the future holds, no 
one can take away the 36 years of ac-
complishment, the 36 years of contribu-
tion to democracy, to the strength of 
this country, to the breadth and depth 
of the affection and love he has for it. 
Madam President, he will be missed. 
We don’t wish him farewell. We only 
wish him Godspeed as he continues in 
his role—whatever it may be. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that I may 
proceed as if in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. I thank the Chair. 
f 

THE PRESIDIO OMNIBUS PARKS 
BILL 

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Madam President, 
today I am proud to announce that we 
have an opportunity to pass the most 
wide ranging national parks and public 
land legislation in decades; that is, the 
Presidio omnibus parks bill. 

This report encompasses 2 years, or 
thereabouts, of various attempts by 
Members on both sides to pass bills 
that affect this area of our national 
heritage. We had hearings. We had in-
tense negotiations. I think the bills 
contained in the package really meet 
our Nation’s environmental needs. It is 
good news for the national parks, and 
good news for land and resource con-
servation. 

This package has over 700 pages. At 
last count there were 126 bills included. 
They range from the San Francisco 
Presidio to the Tallgrass Prairie Na-
tional Preserve, Sterling Forest protec-
tion, Snowbasin land exchange, Black 
Patriot Memorial extension, 
Nicodemus National Historic Site, Jap-

anese-American Patriotism Memorial, 
numerous Civil War sites, Oak Creek 
Wilderness Scenic Recreation Area, the 
New Bedford whaling parks, and the 
Women’s Rights National Heritage 
Park. It is estimated that there are 
about 37 States that are going to be af-
fected by this package. 

It is quite reasonable, Madam Presi-
dent, to ask the Senator from Alaska, 
well, why do we have to have this in a 
big package? Why did we not move on 
this over the last 2 years? I will tell 
you. As chairman of the Energy and 
Natural Resources Committee, we have 
held hearings on these bills. So has the 
House. But on our side we have had 
holds on every single bill at one time 
or another in this package. The way it 
works around here, as we all know, is 
some Members feel if they want to get 
their bill through and they see others 
moving, they put what we call holds on 
things. We have had holds, and there is 
no use pointing the finger at each 
other because that is not going to get 
this package passed. 

I do want to explain because some of 
the media cannot seem to understand 
why we have this enormous package. It 
is simply because of the way this place 
works. And when a Member wants to 
proceed with a bill out of our com-
mittee and we have voted it out and we 
cannot bring it up, it is because there 
is a hold on that bill. So we are down 
to the end of the 104th Congress. The 
name of the game is to try to address 
this package and recognize that we 
have withdrawn from the package the 
contentious portions that were identi-
fied potentially as veto material. These 
included some bills that the Senator 
from Alaska supported and felt very 
strongly about. One was the Tongass 
15-year extension which would have 
prolonged the life of our only manufac-
turing plant, our only pulp mill, our 
only year-around manufacturing plant 
that wanted to convert from an old 
technology to a new technology by in-
vesting some $150 million to $200 mil-
lion, but in order to do that they had 
to have an extension of the contract 
with the Forest Service to have an ade-
quate timber supply to amortize that 
investment. 

Members say, why is Alaska dif-
ferent? Why do you have to have a con-
tractual commitment? The reasons are 
simple. We have no other source of sup-
ply than the U.S. Government through 
the U.S. Forest Service because we do 
not have private timber which is ex-
ported out of the State. The Forest 
Service timber, Government timber is 
prohibited from export, and as a con-
sequence nobody is going to make that 
kind of investment without an exten-
sion of the contract. And their current 
contract expires in the year 2004. But 
the administration found that unac-
ceptable and advised us that they 
would proceed with a veto if it were in 
the package. So the Senator from Alas-
ka withdrew that. 

Boundary Waters Canoe Area, which 
is an issue that some Members feel 
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